The rise of the UK Independence Party has been one of the most dramatic and widely discussed features of British politics in recent years. This article argues that one vital but largely overlooked facet of this phenomenon has been the politics of national identity. It argues that despite the UK I P tensibly unionist stance, Englishness is an important pivot around which key Euroscepticism, its opposition to immigration and its anti-establishment narrative. It argues that the Anglo-Britishness promulgated by the UK Independence Party allows space for the celebration of English identity rather more easily than of other sub-state national identities, as it does not challenge the legitimacy of the UK state, which is itself seen as the expression of Anglo-British identity and sovereignty. Scottish nationalism, on the other hand, is seen as a threat to the union and therefore anti-English.
Introduction
As its very name suggests, the UK Independence Party (UKIP) has always had the politics of national identity at its core. The party was not founded to represent a particular class or sectional interest, but to pursue one key aim to bring about British withdrawal from the European Union (EU). Even as UKIP has sought to broaden its appeal and range of policies beyond that of a single-issue party this has remained its overriding objective, and the lens through which most of its other policy positions are framed and understood. The commitment to withdrawal from the EU is the first Following this, in the same opening paragraph, the constitutional document go
The Party further believes that the integrity of the United
Ostensibly at least UKIP is therefore a unionist party, making it a somewhat surprising channel for a political Englishness UKIP unionism heritage as essentially a splinter on the Conservative right that emerged at the height of tensions within Conservative ranks over the issue of European integration in the early-1990s. The party was formed out of the Anti-Federalist League established by the academic Dr Alan Sked, who hoped it T P E B I F , 2014, 21) . Sked had also been involved in the Bruges Group, which similarly wanted to move the Conservative Party in the direction outlined by Margaret Thatcher in her 1988 Bruges speech. This anti-federalism is importan UKIP s unionism as it encapsulates the which reflects the Thatcherite view of the state that came to dominate Conservative thinking in the 1980s (Hayton, 2012, p. 62) .
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UKIP unionism is also illustrated by the fact that it competes electorally across all four nations of the UK, and the party held manifesto launches UKIP T UKIP unionism should be understood as an expression of Anglo-Britishness. I C B A -British England is the England that was at the heart of the making of Great Britain and the Empire, the one in which the differences between England and Britain disa B C a politicised Englishness can find expression through the defence of UK sovereignty (Wellings, 2011) . So while reluctant to end its commitment to the unitary British state, UKIP has appeared increasingly keen to tap into and articulate a sense of English grievance. It is, J H specifically English political revolt, and full of people who highlight the notion of England as an angry, introverted p . Concerns over immigration and multiculturalism are central to this, and the significant rise of the former, particularly since the expansion of the European Union in 2004, has enabled UKIP to link these concerns with their central policy of withdrawal from the EU.
Public disquiet about the issue led David Cameron to pledge during the 2010 election campaign that if elected he would reduce annual net migration to under 100,000. The Coalition government failed to meet this target quite spectacularly, with net migration in 2014 calculated at 318,000, marginally below the all-time record set in 2005 (ONS, 2015) . While UKIP supporters are typically concerned
cultural terms (Ashcroft, 2012, p. 5) . In one widely reported intervention for example, Nigel Farage complained that catching the train out of London to his home in Kent, it was not until it reached the outer suburb I E I in scores of our cities and market towns, this country in a short space of time has frankly become unrecognisable Whether it is the impact on local schools and hospitals, whether it is the fact in many parts of England you don E I ordinary folk price (quoted in Hope, 2014). As such UKIP can be seen to be successfully tapping into a vein of nostalgic cultural nationalism which is then refracted through issues such as immigration and European integration. I -immigration and Eurosceptic positioning and its Englishness can be understood as two sides of the same populist radical right appeal (Mudde, 2007) . UKIP can and should be understood as falling within the European populist radical right (Bale, 2012) but as discussed here the unionist framework of the UK shapes how this appeal manifests itself in a distinctive way.
This article seeks to explore how UKIP has attempted to balance its central objective of withdrawal from the European Union, and its commitment to the union, with the emergence of a more Anglocentric sense of identity in England and its growing intrusion into British politics. It does this firstly by devolution under New Labour. Secondly, it considers the extent to which UKIP has become a vehicle for the mobilisation of a populist form of English national identity in terms of support for the party and the attitudes of its membership. It argues that UKIP has spoken directly to English grievances around the devolution settlement, particularly the Barnett formula and English votes for English laws (EvfEl), but largely through the language of Anglo-Britishness.
Constitutional questions
The sense that the UK is stronger together, EU UKIP B constitutional settlement has been significantly altered by devolution. Indeed, while the Conservative Party moved relatively quickly to accept devolution to Scotland and Wales after fighting against it during the 1997 election and subsequent referendums, UKIP struggled to accept this new state of affairs. In a policy statement entitled Restoring Britishness published in 2010, the party painted a picture of a nation and an identity under threat:
Britain and Britishness are in trouble. They are being attacked and undermined, both externally and internally. They are threatened by the European Union (EU) and corporatist Americanised pressures from without, and betrayed by misguided politically correct ideology, extremist Islam and errant nationalism from within (UKIP, 2010a, p. 3).
Sub-state nationalisms were also explicitly linked by UKIP to the EU:
In addition, Britain faces a serious existential crisis, with Scottish, Welsh and Irish nationalisms on the rise. These nationalisms have been enchanted by Brussels that they will have more independence as a province of Europe than as a major constituent part of the United Kingdom. But this is bogus independence (UKIP, 2010a, p. 3).
In policy terms, the document indicated that the executive powers would remain devolved to
and Northern Ireland Assemblies wi W MP (2010a, p. 6) who would meet in their respective nations monthly (with the English MPs having equivalent gatherings at Westminster) -a seemingly totally impractical form of devolved governance, given that these MPs, in addition to their duties as legislators in two assemblies, would also need to form the executives. As Alan Trench A -B UKIP A T unionism, explicitly unicultural and based on the English language, accompanied by celebrations of C B T These policies did nonetheless form part of the 2010 UKIP manifesto, with the accompanying full policy statement on constitutional issues declaring that this approach would create an English Parliament UKIP 10b, p. (2010b, p. 9) . In addition to this, the Barnett formula would be scrapped, all regional governance abolished, p. 15).
UKIP thoughts on devolution and the English Question were fleshed out further in another policy proposal put forward the following year by deputy leader, Paul Nuttall. Developed in conjunction with the Campaign for an English Parliament, this document, A Union for the Future, accepted the continuation of the existing devolved bodies in Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland, but backed the creation of an English Parliament, as with the previous proposal, sitting in the House of Commons at Westminster. The House of Lords would also be reformed into an elected upper U P M and UK Cabinet would sit. This plan, the
into nine euro-regions whilst ensuring the future existence of England as a country within the United K N p. 3).
The 2015 manifesto was rather less detailed on the issue of constitutional reform. However, the theme of addressing English grievances remained, with the party promising to abolish the Barnett formula and introduce English votes for English laws (UKIP, 2015) . In early-2015 the party accused the Conservatives of a climb-down over the latter issue, suggesting that the plans advanced by William Hague to give English MPs a veto over English-only matters were insufficient and unclear, and would fail to genuinely deliver English votes for English laws (UKIP, 2015b). The 2015 manifesto
holidays in England and Wales res B history and achievements in the National Curriculum, which should place due emphasis on the B p. 61).
UKIP o the constitutional reform agenda, particularly in relation to devolution, has been to reassert a form of Anglo-Britishness, whilst also seeking to capitalise on resentment in England and supporting the celebration of English national identity, for exampl " G s Day bank holiday policy (Mycock and Hayton, 2014) . This Anglo-Britishness can accommodate recognition of English national identity rather more easily than that of the other nations of the UK. Following a bad-tempered protest he encountered in Edinburgh in May 2013, the UKIP leader, Nigel F "
referendum campaign he used similar language in an article in the Daily Telegraph, asserting that "NP -E F F independence (as an independent Scotland would be subjugated to Brussels in any case E M C " E F So although UKIP remained in favour of the union, its attitude towards Scottish nationalism was uncompromising, leaving little room for any political expression of Scottish identity within its vision of the UK. Secessionist Scottish nationalism, in defining itself against the United Kingdom and Britishness, is, for UKIP, also defined against English national identity.
The English Party?
As discussed above, while UKIP has remained a unionist party, there is also evidence that the party has sought to exploit the politics of English resentment in relation to constitutional questions. This UKIP W , as well as to its Euroscepticism. This section therefore considers the extent to which UKIP has become the vehicle for, and representative of, English nationalism thereby inverting Arthur A characterisation of Englishness, as a movement rather than just a mood (Aughey, 2010).
Ben Wellings (2011) has previously argued that Euroscepticism has been a key source of English nationalism, and data presented by Wyn Jones et al. (2013, p. 22) indicates that E concentrated most heavily among those with a more English sense of nation Their data showed that amongst those (in England) who identify on the Moreno scale as exclusively English, not British, almost two-UK EU T compared to 43 per cent amongst the population as a whole, and just 28 per cent of those who B E C EU membership as a good thing for Britain, compared to just 14 per cent of those who identified as et al., 2013, p. 19) . Attitudes towards the EU were also mapped on to views about how England should be governed. Respondents who regarded UK membership of the EU as a good thing were by far the most likely to be happy with the status quo, with 40 per cent of them favouring this, with a further 29 per cent favouring EvfEl. Amongst those seeing EU membership as a bad thing however, just 14 per cent wanted to see current arrangements for English law-making continued, with 38 per cent favouring EvfEl, 22 per cent backing the creation of an English Parliament, and 20 per cent favouring English independence (Wyn Jones et al., 2013, p. 21) . The same report also found that U E tional E UK EU p. 32). More than half of UKIP supporters identified as either exclusively English (27 per cent) or more English than British (28 per cent), a larger proportion than amongst supporters of any other party (the next largest being Conservative supporters who registered 17 per cent and 26 per cent in the two categories respectively). A clear majority of UKIP supporters (59 per cent) expressed a preference for English rather than British being stated as the nationality on their passport, although 82 per cent felt proud of the Union Jack (Wyn Jones et al., 2013, p. 33) . In terms of the governance of England, UKIP supporters were more likely than those of other parties to be unhappy with the status quo, and more likely to support the creation of an English Parliament, although this was a far from universal opinion. Combining the levels of support for EvfEl and an English Parliament reveals that around three in four UKIP supporters want to see the West Lothian Question answered, even if they are unable to agree on how this should be done ( For Emma Vines (2016 UKIP hampioning of English grievances with the constitutional settlement left by New Labour is linked to its anti-establishment discourse, and the sense that the English working-class has been neglected by mainstream political parties. Ford and Goodwin have similarly argued that white, blue-collar, less-UKIP who p.
T -class voters have begun to turn to a radical right party who reject the established political class and p. 176). The extent to which the social basis of support for UKIP is also linked to English national identity might, however, be questioned. At the 2015 general election, although UKIP attracted just 1.6 per cent of the vote in Scotland and 2.6 per cent in Northern Ireland, it was almost as popular in Wales (13.6 per cent) as it was in England, where it won 14.1 per cent (BBC News, 2015) . However, BES data does reveal some difference in terms of strength of national identity feeling between UKIP voters in Wales and England. On an ordinal scale where respondents were asked to place themselves in terms of strength of national identity, 72.4 per cent of UKIP voters in England said they felt very strongly English (a larger proportion than for any other party, the next being BNP voters, at 66.8 per cent, then Conservative voters at 56.2 per cent). This was also a larger proportion than who described themselves as very strongly British (57 per cent). In Wales, by contrast, just 40 per cent of UKIP voters said they felt very strongly Welsh, behind both supporters of the nationalist party Plaid Cymru (71.5 per cent of their supporters declared that they were very strong Welsh), and Labour voters (49 per cent). A much larger proportion of UKIP supporters in Wales, 60.2 per cent, said they were very strongly British.
This indicates that to the extent that there is a political space for a nationalist party in England it is occupied by UKIP, even though it does not primarily define itself in terms of sub-state national identity in the way that Plaid Cymru and the SNP do declared that they felt very strongly Scottish). In Scotland and Wales a notable proportion of UKIP supporters reject Scottish and Welsh identity, whereas very few in England reject Englishness as part of their identity. This reinforces the idea discussed above that UKIP promulgates an AngloBritishness which can be allied with Englishness relatively easily, but that struggles to accommodate the more overtly politicised Scottish or Welsh nationalisms. The geography of UKIP support in Wales, which is low in Welsh-speaking areas where Plaid Cymru is strong and higher in English speaking areas in the valleys and the north, UKIP A -British nationalism amongst some voters in Wales. This pattern of support was seen at the 2015 general election, and also in the 2014 European Parliament elections when UKIP won one of the four Welsh seats. Although in decline, Anglo-British unionism (linked to Ulster) is also still strongly felt by some voters in Scotland and in securing a Scottish seat in the European Parliament in 2014 UKIP may have tapped into this.
Conclusion: narrating and politicising Englishness?
Although the extent to which UKIP represents more of an electoral threat to the Conservatives or Labour is disputed (Evans and Mellon, 2015), as noted above its ideology is certainly on the right of the political spectrum and draws heavily from the Conservative tradition (Tournier-Sol, 2015 [W]ith them it is take, take, take, take, take, take, take. And we never get anything back. And what are they taking? They are taking your tax. People in Scotland get an extra £1,600 more E Nothing is ever enough for them is it? Because you " now saying that Scottish MPs are going to vote on issues that only affect England. It is absolutely appalling. They have got devo-max now, and they have only got devo-max because of rogue poll in August which spooked the three Amigos Cameron, Clegg and Miliband who then scuttled up to Edinburgh and basically gave them everything they wanted in a bribe not to go independent. The fact is that in Parliament English MPs should vote on English-only issues, and that should be the first step in effect to moving towards a fully-fledged English Parliament. (Nuttall, 2015) .
The scorn Nuttall directed towards the leaders of the main Westminster party leaders is typical of UKIP (Farage, quoted in Hope, 2014). In recent years the party has achieved the greatest traction deploying this message in relation to immigration, but this has also been expressed in relation to the English question. While British politics has certainly witnessed the growth of Englishness in the past couple of decades an English cultural sensibility that has not amounted to a full-blooded, politicised English nationalism (English, 2011) . Nonetheless, as English national identity has strengthened, it has become an increasingly important dynamic in British politics. On the right in particular it has become the site of often fractious debate and a lens through which grievances over issues such as immigration and devolution are viewed and discussed. UKIP A -centric B in England. On the one hand, it has facilitated the channelling of English nationalist sentiment into the defence of UK sovereignty against the EU, and against secessionist nationalism (particularly the Scottish variant) which threatens the integrity of the UK. EvfEl and reform of the Barnett formula can also be easily accommodated within the Anglo-British view of England (Bryant, 2008, p. 678) . However, although E UKIP rhetoric, the Anglo-British view precludes the wholehearted embrace of the more radical positions favour by some English nationalists such as English independence. Tensions over this remain within UKIP, illustrated by the fact that the party backed away from the English parliament proposal contained in the A Union for the Future policy document (which was ultimately withdrawn). As such UKIP today is a predominately English party articulating a language of Britishness, but in a narrowly Anglo-centric way. 
